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All persons are by nature free and independent, and have certain natural and unalienable rights, among which are those of 
enjoying and defending life and liberty, of acquiring, possessing, and protecting property, and ofpursuing and obtaining safety 
and happiness. — Article 1, Section 1, New Jersey State Constitution 
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The Grand Jury 


By Hugh Turley 
The Grand Jury is known as 
the people’s panel. Consequently, 
every citizen should know its purpose, 
in order to protect their fellow man from 
prosecutorial abuse. If citizens don't 
know their power they cannot exercise 
it to uphold justice. 

The grand jury dates to 12th 
century England, when King John was 
forced to recognize it in the Magna 
Carta. 

The grand jury was originally a 
body of twelve, and later, twenty-three 
men that served as accusers who 
presented indictments at the request of 
the king's prosecutor, and also 
individual citizens. In 1681 the grand 
jury rule of secrecy was adopted. This 
allowed the grand jury to meet out of 
the sight of the king’s prosecutors who 
might interfere. Secrecy provided the 
grand jury great power as an 
independent body with oversight over 
government. 

In the American colonies grand 
juries provided a means for citizens to 
protest abuses by the king’s agents [by 
refusing to indict the accused]. When 
the Royal Governor of New York 
sought to have newspaper editor John 
Zenger indicted for seditious libel, the 
grand jury twice refused to issue 
indictments. 

The U.S. Constitution mentions 
the grand jury in Article Five of the Bill 
of Rights: No person shall be held to 
answer for a capital or otherwise 
infamous crime, unless on a 
presentment or an indictment of a 
grand jury... 

The grand jury served the 
public in two ways. First, it prevented 
the government from prosecuting 
citizens without the grand jury's 
indictment and second, it had the 


power to make a presentment. A 
presentment was a public report of the 
grand jury’s activity. Through a 
presentment, the grand jury could 
make criminal activity known to the 
public, including criminal conduct 
committed by government officials, 
judges, or prosecutors. 

Significantly the grand jury is 
not part of any of the three branches of 
government. As attorney John H. 
Clarke wrote in a motion to the U.S. 
District Court for the District of 
Columbia, “Although today the grand 
jury is more of a prosecutor’s panel, it 
is still a pre-constitutional institution, 
and is still a people’s panel, not captive 
or relegated by the constitution to a 
position within any branches... And it 
still serves as a vehicle for effective 
citizen participation in government.” 

Citizens often mistakenly 
believe the grand jury is under the 
judiciary because it meets in a 
courthouse, or under the executive 
branch because a prosecutor is 
present. Actually it is an independent 
institution adopted by the founders to 
protect the individual from prosecutorial 
misconduct. 

In the early 20th century a 
grand jury used its power to indict the 
mayor of Minneapolis and force the 
police chief to resign. Under the 
leadership of foreman Hovey C. Clarke, 
the Minneapolis grand jurors paid 
private detectives out of their own 
pockets to investigate corrupt officials. 
When the county prosecutor refused to 
do his duty, Clarke dismissed him and 
took over the role of prosecutor. 

Much has changed in last 100 

years. 

From 1789 when the Bill of 
Rights was ratified, until the codification 
of the Federal Rules of Criminal 
Procedure in 1946, the grand jury was 


not regulated by statute. But all three 
branches of government shared a 
common interest in limiting the power 
of the grand jury - the pre¬ 
constitutional institution originally 
unregulated by any branch. 

Gradually, it became standard 
practice for the government prosecutor 
to be present in the grand jury room to 
present evidence personally. With the 
prosecutor present, the adversarial 
roles between the prosecutor and the 
grand jury were weakened. Grand 
jurors tended to bond with the 
prosecutor and, ultimately, it has 
become a rubber stamp for the 
prosecutor’s accusations. In 1985 
former N.Y. Court of Appeals Judge Sol 
Wachtler, said, "Any prosecutor who 
wanted to could indict a ham 
sandwich." 

Rule Six of the Federal Rules of 
Criminal Procedure limited grand juries 
to make presentments public only with 
the permission of a judge or 
prosecutor. The FRCP, enacted by 
Congress and upheld by the Judiciary, 
removed the independent power of the 
grand jury to publicly accuse 
government officials of misconduct. 

But grand jurors can still write a 
final report or presentment of their 
activities and they can ask the judge to 
make it public. Of course if a grand 
jury’s report accuses the judge or one 
of his friends of misconduct it is unlikely 
it will be made public. Thus, the power 
of grand jury secrecy has been 
reversed to the advantage of 
prosecutors and judges who decide 
what can be made public. 

Assistant U.S. attorney and 
former associate Independent Counsel 
Miquel Rodriguez, when asked if the 
grand jury would be able to protect the 
public from corrupt officials said, 
“They’re all you’ve got.” Rodriguez 







recommended, “empowering the grand 
jury, [by] letting them know what they 
can demand, what they should be wary 
of, what their independent subpoena 
powers are, whether they have the 
authority to ask questions on their own 
in the grand jury. The real check and 
balance is the grand jury, the common 
person, selected at random.” 

Although the power of the grand 
jury has been diminished, it is still a 
powerful tool. First and foremost, grand 
jurors have the power to refuse to indict 
the accused. Grand jurors can issue 
subpoenas and question witnesses and 
they may pursue an investigation 
anywhere it leads. Grand jurors can 
even subpoena and question federal 
prosecutors. They can write a report 
and ask the judge to make it public. 

Private citizens can no longer 
bring criminal activity to the attention of 
a grand jury for investigation. However, 
members of a grand jury do have the 
power to issue subpoenas and 
investigate criminal activity that they 
know about. 

Following the April 19, 1995, 
bombing of the Federal Building in 
Oklahoma City, the grand jury brought 
indictments against Tim McVeigh and 
Terry Nichols. Although witnesses saw 
several other men, “John Does,” with 
McVeigh, they were never called to 
testify before the grand jury. 
Prosecutors were not interested in the 
identity of the men seen with McVeigh. 
Grand jurors were likely unaware that 
they could follow these leads. Only one 
grand juror, Hoppy Heidelberg, tried to 
pursue the identity of the other men. 
The prosecutor succeeded in having 
the judge dismiss Mr. Heidelberg from 
the grand jury. 

Grand jurors should be 
inquisitive and wary of federal 
prosecutors. Citizens should remember 
Geronimo Pratt, a decorated veteran of 
two combat tours in Vietnam. A covert 
FBI program against political dissidents 
targeted Pratt. He was indicted, tried 
and convicted of murder in 1972 and 
spent 27 years in prison, eight of them 
in solitary confinement. He was 
innocent and was freed in 1997. The 
grand jury's indictment of Geronimo 
Pratt was the first step in the process 
that unjustly sent him to prison. 

A federal grand jury is made up 
of twenty-three people. State grand 
juries have different rules. Federal and 
Maryland grand jury handbooks are 
available on the Internet. 

Grand jury handbooks available 
from the government naturally favor the 
prosecutors and attempt to limit the 
scope of grand jury investigations. The 
federal handbook offers “practical 


suggestions for grand jurors” such as 
asking “relevant and proper questions.” 
Citizens have the power decide for 
themselves what questions are relevant 
and proper and to not allow 
prosecutors to limit the scope of their 
inquiry. 

Every citizen has the 
opportunity and obligation to serve on a 
grand jury. Grand jurors are drawn at 
random from lists of registered voters. 
Although the power of the grand jury 
has been weakened the grand jury 
remains the citizen’s defense against 
governmental misconduct. 

-- Hyattsville (MD) Life and Times, 

January, 2007 

* * * 

"There is no nation on earth powerful 
enough to accomplish our overthrow. 
Our destruction, should it come at all, 
will be from another quarter. From the 
inattention of the people to the concerns 
of their government, from their 
carelessness and negligence. I must 
confess that I do apprehend some 
danger. I fear that they may place too 
implicit a confidence in their public 
servants and fail properly to scrutinize 
their conduct; that in this way they may 
be made the dupes of designing men 
and become the instruments of their 
own undoing." - Daniel Webster 

The Pundits on Iraq 

Four years ago, Bill O'Reilly 
said: "I will bet you the best dinner in the 
gas-light district of San Diego that 
military action will not last more than a 
week." 

Tony Snow said: "The three 
week swing through Iraq has utterly 
shattered skeptic's complaints." 

Morton Kondrake said: "All the 
naysayers have been humiliated so far 
...the final word on this is, hooray." 

Fred Barnes said: "The war 
was the hard part ...and it gets easier." 
— http://mises.org/story/2567, posted 
May 7, 2007 

War battered dogs 

War battered dogs are we 
Fighters in every clime; 

Fillers of trench and of grave, 

Mockers bemocked by time, 

War dogs hungry and grey, 

Gnawing a naked bone, 

Fighters in every clime- 

Every cause but our own 

--Emily Lawless "With the Wild Geese" 


On Dealing with Illegal 
Immigration 


Rep. Ron Paul’s six-step 

approach: 

1) Physically secure the border. 

2) Enforce current visa laws. 

3) Reject amnesty. 

4) End welfare state incentives to 
immigrants. 

5) End birthright citizenship. 

6) Standardize legal immigration rules 
and waiting periods. 

Proposal by some 
Congressmen and the White House: 
the "step-out-step-in" portion of the 
Pence Amnesty plan where at some 
point illegal aliens cross the border for 
a few hours or days before coming 
back in and applying for a path to 
citizenship. 

American Legion proposal: 
ATTRITION THROUGH 

ENFORCEMENT BY SELF¬ 
DEPORTATION: No amnesty, no in¬ 
state tuition, no matricula consular, yes 
to the fence, yes to mandatory 
workplace verification, yes to 
immigration enforcement by local 
police, yes to military on the border. 

Ritalin - the Cover up of 
Suicides 

From the depths of the 
archives at the Swedish Medical 
Products Agency (MPA) papers have 
emerged showing that Ritalin, 
prescribed to children with the diagnosis 
ADHD, causes depression and has led 
to suicides and suicide attempts. 

The MPA knew about these 
disastrous effects when approving 
Ritalin for sales in Sweden June 15 this 
year. No warnings were given to 
physicians or the public. 

The narcotic drug Ritalin has 
been withdrawn from the Swedish 
market for 37 years. But Swedish 
psychiatrists have demanded the right to 
prescribe Ritalin and other stimulants to 
children - with the false pretence that 
the narcotic drug for children with the 
diagnosis ADHD would work as insulin 
for persons with diabetes. The expert 
child psychiatrist at the MPA has 
assured the public there are no serious 
short-term or long-term side effects from 
stimulant treatment of children. 

The pharmaceutical company 
Novartis had not for many years had 
reason to turn in documentation in other 
countries, but they had to do it in 
Sweden. And in the submitted 
documents (written already year 2000!) 
under the heading SUICIDE revealed: "it 
is known that Ritalin therapy and its 
sudden discontinuation may cause 
depression in some patients..." 




"A search of the Novartis 
international safety data base allowed 
the identification of 21 cases of 
attempted suicide and six suicides, in 
addition to 25 reports of suicidal 
ideations in patient aged 6-48 years, 
56% of whom were children aged less 
than 16 years." 

And now the MPA has 
declared that the document telling about 
the suicides is classified information. It 
is decided, "the pharmaceutical 
company in question can be harmed" if 
access is granted to the documentation. 

The agency supposed to be for 
the public is approving a narcotic drug 
that can cause depression and suicide. 
It is then hiding the disastrous results to 
protect the company. 

This medical scandal also 
involves the FDA. The agency can be 
expected to have known about the 
deadly effects of Ritalin - but did not act. 
What is buried in the files of the FDA? 

-- 24-7 Press Release from Janne 
Larrson 

( janne.olov.larsson@telia.com ), Oct. 25, 
2005, posted on PrisonPlanet 

Hunters and the 2d 
Amendment 

Assault Rifles For Hunters? 

-from Hunting with Jim Zumbo by 
outdoorlife (February 16, 2007) 

As I write this, I’m hunting 
coyotes in southeastern Wyoming with 
Eddie Stevenson, PR Manager for 
Remington Arms, Greg Dennison, who 
is senior research engineer for 
Remington, and several writers. We’re 
testing Remington’s brand new .17 cal 
Spitfire bullet on coyotes. 

The guides on our hunt tell me 
that the use of AR and AK rifles have a 
rapidly growing following among 
hunters, especially prairie dog hunters. I 
had no clue. 

I call them “assault" rifles, 
which may upset some people. Excuse 
me, maybe I’m a traditionalist, but I see 
no place for these weapons among our 
hunting fraternity. I’ll go so far as to call 
them “terrorist” rifles. 

We don’t need to be lumped 
into the group of people who terrorize 
the world with them. I’ve always been 
comfortable with the statement that 
hunters don’t use assault rifles. We’ve 
always been proud of our “sporting 
firearms.” 

As hunters, we don’t need the 
image of walking around the woods 
carrying one of these weapons. To most 
of the public, an assault rifle is a 
terrifying thing. I say game departments 


should ban them from the prairies and 
woods. 

* * * 

As a point of clarification about 
this blog, it is important for everyone to 
realize that the opinions expressed here 
are Jim’s and not necessarily those of 
Outdoor Life. 

I’ve been friends with Jim for 
many years and have shared countless 
great times with him talking about both 
hunting and guns. While I totally support 
Jim’s right to express his point of view— 
this is his blog after all —/ don’t happen 
to agree with him on this matter. 

His position that AR- and AK- 
style rifles don’t have a place among our 
“sporting arms” is not one that I 
personally, or Outdoor Life as a 
magazine, happens to share. 

At Outdoor Life we have never 
wavered in our support of our Second 
Amendment rights [to keep and bear 
arms], which don’t, and shouldn’t, make 
a distinction about the cosmetic look of 
the guns that we choose take to our 
local gun clubs or into hunting camp. 

That said, I don’t expect every 
other hunter and sportsman out there to 
have a set of opinions that moves in 
lockstep with mine. For those of you 
who have followed him for all or part of 
his more than thirty years at Outdoor 
Life, I would ask you to bear that in mind 
before damning him with personal 
attacks. 

JohnB. Snow 
Executive Editor 

Outdoor Life 

* * * 

Remington to Sever Sponsorship Ties 
with Jim Zumbo 

Madison, North Carolina - As a result of 
comments made by Mr. Jim Zumbo in 
recent postings on his blog site, 
Remington Arms Company, Inc., has 
severed all sponsorship ties with Mr. 
Zumbo effective immediately 

“Remington has spent tens of 
millions of dollars defending our Second 
Amendment rights to privately own and 
possess firearms and we will continue to 
vigorously fight to protect these rights,” 
commented Tommy Millner, 
Remington’s CEO and President. “As 
hunters and shooters of all interest 
levels, we should strive to utilize this 
unfortunate occurrence to unite as a 
whole in support of our Second 
Amendment rights.” 

We regret having to terminate 
our long-standing relationship with Mr. 
Zumbo, who is a well-respected writer 
and life-long hunter. 

* * * 


I was wrong, BIG TIME 
-from Hunting With Jim Zumbo by 
outdoorlife 

Someone once said that to err 
is human. I just erred, and made without 
question, the biggest blunder in my 42 
years of writing hunting articles. 

My blog inflamed legions of 

people I love most. hunters and 

shooters. 

Let me explain the 
circumstances surrounding that blog. I 
was hunting coyotes, and after the hunt 
was over and being beat up by 60 mph 
winds all day, I was discussing hunting 
with one of the young guides. I was tired 
and exhausted, and I should have gone 
to bed early. When the guide told me 
that there was a “huge” following of 
hunters who use AR 15’s and similar 
weapons to hunt prairie dogs, I was 
amazed. At that point I wrote the blog, 
and never thought it through. 

How is it that Zumbo, who has 
been hunting for more than 50 years, is 
totally ignorant about these types of 
guns. I don’t know. I shot one once at a 
target last year, and thought it was cool, 
but I never considered using one for 
hunting. I had absolutely no idea how 
vast the numbers of folks are who use 
them. 

I’ve been an NRA member for 
40 years, have attended 8 national NRA 
conventions in the last 10 years, and I’m 
an advisory board member for the 
United States Sportsmen’s Alliance. 

When I started blogging, I was 
told to write my thoughts, expressing my 
own opinion. The offensive blog I wrote 
was MY opinion, and no one else’s. 
None of the companies that I deal with 
share that opinion. 

Believe it or not, I’m your best 
friend if you’re a hunter or shooter, 
though it might not seem that way. I 
simply screwed up. And, to show that 
I’m sincere about this, I just talked to 
Ted Nugent, who everyone knows, and 
is a Board member of the NRA. Ted is 
extremely active with charities 
concerning our wounded military, and 
though he’s known as a bowhunter, Ted 
has no problem with AR 15’s and similar 
firearms. My sincerity stems from the 
fact that Ted and I are planning a hunt 
using AR 15’s. I intend to learn all I can 
about them, and again, I’m sorry for 
inserting my foot in my mouth. 

http://blog.kingsoutdoorworld.com/2007/ 
02/21 /jim-zumbo-in-hot-water-for-ar-ak- 
rifle-comments 


In the beginning of change the patriot is a scarce man, brave, hated and scorned. When his cause succeeds, however, the 
timid join him, for then it costs nothing to be a patriot. - Mark Twain 













The Gang" Hits Town 

By Cassidy Freeman 

TWIN FALLS, Idaho - If a 
federal judge rules the U.S. Bureau of 
Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms and 
Explosives overstepped its bounds by 
taking a local gun shop's license, it 
would not be the first time, according to 
"The Gang," an anti-ATF documentary 
that premiered at the Lamphouse 
Theatre in Twin Falls. 

The movie was produced by 
Jews for the Preservation of Firearms 
Ownership. Red's Trading Post's 
manager Ryan Horsley is facing off with 
the ATF in a battle to save his business. 

A federal judge has staved off 
the ATF's removal of Red's license on 
the basis that the agency exaggerated 
some of its claims. 

"On behalf of the U.S. ... I 
apologize," a federal judge tells a 
disabled veteran charged with illegally 
carrying an M-14 in his shop, according 
to the documentary. 

The documentary moves from 
example to example to buffer its case 
that the ATF "harasses, oppresses, 
intimidates and terrifies small 
businesses and decent citizens." 

Parallels are drawn between 
the way the Gun Control Act of 1968 
reads and Nazi gun laws. The ATF, 
which now has a budget close to the $1 
billion mark [and 2300 agents], has 
grown too big for its britches, the 
movie's narrator claims. 

Its goals in the courtroom, in 
investigations, audits and other 
enforcement actions are aimed at 
perpetuating the federal bureaucracy's 
existence rather than toward legitimate 
gun control purposes, the movie claims. 

The documentary, however, 
does not seek to be two-sided. Each 
alleged ATF abuse is described by anti- 
ATF advocates. The ATF never gets to 
speak for itself. 

— Times-News, magicvalley.com, June 
14,2007 

“To Distrust the Judiciary" 

A $54m lawsuit over a pair of 
pinstriped trousers that went missing 
from a Washington, DC, cleaners has 
attracted worldwide ridicule. The fact 
that the case was brought by a former 
judge has added to the sense that 
something is wrong not just with 
America's litigation laws, but with the 
kind of men and women Americans 
choose to sit in judgment over them. 

A whole series of judicial 
misdemeanours has emerged over the 
past year. Take Florida state judge, 
John Sloop, who was ousted after 
complaints about his "rude and abusive" 


behaviour, including an order to strip- 
search and jail 11 defendants for 
arriving late in traffic court. Or the 
Californian judge, Jose Velasquez who 
extended the sentences of defendants 
who dared question his rulings. Then 
there was the Albany, N.Y., judge, 
William Carter, censored for jumping 
down from the bench during a trial, 
shedding his robes and apparently 
challenging a defendant to a fist-fight. In 
Florida, Charles Greene, chief criminal 
judge in Broward County, had to step 
down after describing a trial for 
attempted murder involving minority 
defendants as "NHI" (No Humans 
Involved). In Colorado, a (male) judge 
resigned after admitting having sex with 
a (female) prosecutor in his chambers. 
In California, a former judge was jailed 
for downloading child pornography. And 
in Oklahoma Donald Thompson, a judge 
for more than 20 years, was jailed for 
indecent exposure and using a "penis 
pump" to masturbate during trials. 

More serious are the cases of 
corruption. On June 5th Gerald Garson, 
a former judge in Brooklyn, N.Y., was 
jailed for taking bribes to rig divorce 
cases. Another judge was convicted of 
accepting money to refer clients to a 
particular lawyer. Rumours of buying 
and selling of judgeships in the district 
abound. 

"To distrust the judiciary," said 
Honore de Balzac, "marks the beginning 
of the end of society." 

39 states allow judicial 
candidates to raise campaign funds. 
Huge sums are often involved, leading 
to inevitable suspicions that, once on 
the bench, judges will pass judgments 
that favour their benefactors. Some of 
the states with the highest levels of 
campaign spending-Texas, Louisiana 
and Alabama-are also those whose 
judges are most criticised. 

The meagre salaries of judges 
do not help raise standards either. 
Federal judges have not had a real pay 
rise for 17 years; a district court judge 
earns $165,000 a year, about the same 
as a first-year associate in a top law 
firm. John Roberts, chief justice of the 
Supreme Court, earns just $212,000- 
half the salary of England's top judge 
and one-fifth of the average income of a 
partner in the majority of America's 100 
top-grossing law firms. 

In his annual report to 
Congress, Mr Roberts said that the 
issue of judges' pay had reached "the 
level of a constitutional crisis". It was 
threatening the judiciary's strength and 
independence. Patrick Leahy, the 
Democratic chairman of the Senate 
Judiciary Committee, promised 
legislation to fix it within the current 


session. The judges are still waiting. 
Meanwhile, state judges in New York 
are preparing to sue the state for their 
first pay rise since 1999. 

— The Economist, “Judges Behaving 
Badly,” 28 June 2007 

Top DOD Lawyer Browbeats 
JAGs 

By Ann Wright 

William Haynes, the chief 
civilian lawyer of the Department of 
Defense, one of the administration's 
architects of torture and nominated to a 
judgeship on the Fourth Circuit Court of 
Appeals, has browbeaten the four 
military services' senior military lawyers, 
the Judge Advocate Generals (all two 
star officers), into signing a "do not 
object" letter to the Senate Armed 
Services Committee. The letter says 
that the senior military lawyers do not 
object to two key provisions of a bill that 
would reinterpret US obligations under 
the Geneva Conventions and also would 
protect US intelligence agents from war 
crimes prosecutions. Previously the 
military lawyers had publicly questioned, 
in Congressional hearings in both the 
Senate and House, the reinterpreting of 
the Geneva Conventions. The "do not 
object" letter was written when, after 
hours of browbeating by William 
Haynes, the two star officers refused to 
sign a "letter of endorsement" of the 
Bush plan, but instead signed the lesser 
of the two options, the "do not object" 
statement. 

The browbeating for political 
ends of our senior military lawyers by 
the administration is degrading to our 
professional, volunteer military and calls 
into question, again, the actions of the 
civilian leadership of this nation. The 
administration policy approved by 
Donald Rumsfeld and William Haynes 
condoning torture, and now the silencing 
of professional views of proposed 
policies concerning the rules for military 
commissions trying terrorism suspects, 
undermine the "good order and 
discipline" of the military and are 
dangerous for our country. 

— truthout Perspective, Sept. 26, 2006 

Ed.: It appears the founders 
were right to fear the standing army, or 
“professional, volunteer military”, who 
put their careers first, rather than 
conscience or law. Long live the militia! 

The CIA’s Dirty Tricks from 
Then... 

In the early 1970s local police 
borrowed riot equipment and received 
intelligence training from the CIA. 

The agency, which is barred 
from domestic law enforcement, 




provided gas masks, stun guns, 
searchlights and protective vests. CIA 
specialists trained more than 20 officers 

- from the District, Fairfax and Arlington 

counties, and Alexandria - in 
surveillance photography, 

countersabotage and surreptitious entry. 

The CIA-local nexus was 
included in hundreds of pages of 
documents released yesterday by the 
agency that detailed a quarter-century of 
CIA history. The records said the 
agency recruited officers primarily to 
protect CIA facilities from attack by 
protesters. 

But the documents make it 
clear that the intelligence agency also 
wanted to keep tabs on the mammoth 
antiwar demonstrations that rocked 
Washington from 1969 through 1971. 
The D.C. police department, for 
example, was given a communications 
system "to monitor major anti-Vietnam 
war demonstrations," the records said. 

The CIA aid also extended to 
basic law enforcement. Police officials in 
Montgomery County told The Post in 
1973 that they received CIA surveillance 
training to combat street crime. The 
agency also gave Arlington and 

Alexandria a substance it had 

developed to detect whether someone 
had recently handled metallic objects, 
such as firearms. 

Local police officials said 

yesterday that the CIA connection was 
too old for them to provide additional 
details. "We don't have any records," 
said Arlington police spokesman John 
Lisle. 

Although the National Security 
Act of 1947, which established the CIA, 
says the agency has no stateside police 
or law enforcement powers, legal 

experts said it's unclear whether the CIA 
aid was illegal because the agency was 
only assisting local police. 

- Washington Post, June 27, 2007 

Til Now 

The CIA, its life, its work.... 
This week, the Central Intelligence 
Agency has made public some 700 
pages previously classified "Eyes only," 
that is, top secret, which relate some of 
its most controversial clandestine 
operations. At the same time, the 
American intelligence agency is at the 
center of controversies concerning its 
recent activities in Europe. 

The document, dubbed "the 
Family Jewels," covers a period that 
extends from the beginning of the Cold 
War to the early 1970s, a history that, by 
the admission of its current director, 
Michael Hayden, "is not flattering." 
There one finds - all jumbled up - 


assassination attempts against Fidel 
Castro (with the active support of Bobby 
Kennedy, John's brother), against the 
first president of the former Belgian 
Congo, Patrice Lumumba, and against 
the dictator of the Dominican Republic, 
Rafael Trujillo; illegal wiretapping of 
journalists; indiscriminate psychological 
control experiments ... 

Paradoxically, these 

revelations about clandestine operations 
in the past coincide with new 
controversies over much more current 
operations. Thus, at the Parliament of 
the Council of Europe in Strasbourg, a 
report blames Poland and Rumania for 
having harbored secret CIA detention 
centers between 2003 and 2005. The 
document also reproaches other 
European countries, including Germany 
and Italy, with having obstructed an 
investigation by invoking the notion of 
"state secrets." 

Also this week, Munich 
prosecutors requested the extradition of 
13 CIA agents charged with participating 
in the kidnapping of Khaled al Masri in 
2003. That German of Lebanese origin 
asserts he was transferred by plane 
from Macedonia to Afghanistan, where 
he was imprisoned and tortured for 
months. Earlier this month Italy charged 
26 CIA agents and former leaders of the 
Italian military secret services with the 
2003 kidnapping in Italy of an Egyptian 
former imam. 

No doubt we'll have to wait until 
2040 for the CIA to declassify 
documents covering its turpitudes during 
the opening years of the twenty-first 
century. No doubt also that, between 
now and then, that list will have grown 
significantly... 

-- By Pierre Haski, Rue89, translated by 
Leslie Thatcher 

Resolution Opposing the 
North American Union 

A Concurrent Resolution from 
the Legislature of the State of South 
Carolina to the Congress of the United 
States of America and to the 
Congressional Delegation of the State of 
South Carolina. 

A petition to withdraw the U.S. 
from the Security and Prosperity 
Partnership of North America and any 
other bilateral or multilateral activity 
which seeks to create a North American 
Union. 

Whereas President George W. 
Bush established the Security and 
Prosperity Partnership (SPP) of North 
America, with the nations of Mexico and 
Canada on March 23, 2005; 

Whereas a TV reporter asked 
President Bush on March 23, 2005, 


whether in light of the European Union 
the SPP was a step towards continental 
integration and he responded,". So that 
the vision that you asked about in your 
question as to what kind of union might 
there be, I see one based upon free 
trade, that would then entail 
commitment to markets and democracy, 
transparency, rule of law...;” 

Whereas the gradual creation 
of such a North American Union from a 
merger of the U.S., Mexico, and Canada 
would be a direct threat to the 
Constitution and national independence 
of the U.S., and imply an eventual end 
to national borders within North 
America; 

Whereas a White House news 
release confirmed the continuing 
existence of the SPP and its "on-going 
process of cooperation" on March 31, 
2006; 

Whereas Congressman Ron 
Paul has written that a key to the SPP 
plan is an extensive new NAFTA 
superhighway: "[Ujnder this new 

'partnership,' a massive highway is 
being planned to stretch from Canada 
into Mexico, through the state of Texas;” 

Whereas this trilateral 
partnership to develop a North American 
Union has never been presented to 
Congress as an agreement or treaty, 
and has had virtually no congressional 
oversight; 

Whereas state and local 
governments throughout the United 
States would be negatively impacted by 
the SPP/North American Union process, 
such as the "open borders" vision of the 
SPP, eminent domain takings of private 
property along the planned 
superhighways, and increased law 
enforcement problems along those 
same superhighways; 

Now therefore, be it resolved: 
by the Legislature of the State of South 
Carolina, that the Congress of the 
United States, and particularly, the 
legislative delegation to Congress of the 
State of South Carolina, are hereby 
urged and petitioned to use all of their 
efforts, energies and diligence to 
withdraw the U.S. from any further 
participation in the Security and 
Prosperity Partnership of North America 
and any other bilateral or multilateral 
activity however named which seeks to 
advance, authorize, fund or in any way 
promote the creation of any structure to 
accomplish any form of North American 
Union as herein described and 
furthermore, that the first step in this 
effort be achieved by becoming a co¬ 
sponsor of HCR 487 introduced in the 
US Congress on September 28th, 2006 
by Representative Virgil Goode of 
Virginia. 




Plan for superhighway ripped 
as 'urban legend' 

By Jerome R. Corsi 
Rep. Ted Poe, R-TX, of the 
House of Representatives Committee 
on Transportation and Infrastructure, 
asked Jeffrey N. Shane, undersecretary 
of transportation for policy at the U.S. 
Department of Transportation, about the 
existence of plans for a "NAFTA 
superhighway." 

Shane responded he was "not 
familiar with any plan at all, related to 
NAFTA or cross-border traffic." After 
further questioning by Poe, Shane 
stated reports of NAFTA superhighways 
or corridors were "an urban legend." At 
this, the chairman, Rep. Peter DeFazio, 
D-Ore., questioned aloud whether 
Shane was just "gaming semantics" 
when responding to Poe's question. 

"Mr. Shane was either blissfully 
ignorant or he may have been less than 
candid with the committee," Poe told 
WND in a telephone interview. Asked 
about the DOT'S work with Dallas-based 
trade group NASCO, the North 
American SuperCorridor Coalition Inc., 
and the Texas DOT plans to build the 
Trans-Texas Corridor, Poe told WND 
"the NAFTA superhighway plans exist to 
move goods from Mexico through the 
U.S. to Canada. It appears to be 
another one of the open-border 
philosophies that chips away at 
American sovereignty, all in the name of 
so-called trade." 

Rep. Virgil Goode, R-Va., 
introduced House Concurrent 
Resolution 40 earlier this week to 
express the sense of Congress that the 
U.S. should not build a NAFTA 
superhighway system and should not 
enter into an agreement with Mexico 
and Canada to form a North American 
Union. 

"When President Bush had the 
meeting in Waco, Texas, the three 
leaders called the new arrangement the 
'Security and Prosperity Partnership of 
North America,' SPP for short," Goode 
said. "But, as is suggested by 
Congressman DeFazio at the hearing, 
the intent of people like Mr. Shane is to 
use different words and different names 


as a way to deflect attention from what 
they are really doing." 

On April 30, 2004 Secretary of 
Transportation Norman Y. Mineta told a 
NASCO forum in Fort Worth, Texas, 
“NAFTA has opened the doors to 
expanding and flourishing trade across 
our borders. Since its implementation, 
total U.S. trade with Mexico has 
increased almost 200 percent - with 70 
percent of the U.S./Mexico trade 
passing through Texas. 

"There are, however, some 
things that we still need to do in the U.S. 
to fulfill our obligations under the NAFTA 
treaty. One of them is to finally open the 
market between Mexico and the U.S. for 
trucking and busing." 

Specifically referring to 
Interstate Highways 35, 29 and 94 - the 
core highways supported by NASCO as 
a prime "North American Super 
Corridor" - Mineta commented: "You 
also recognized that the success of the 
NAFTA relationship depends on mobility 
- on the movement of people, of 
products, and of capital across borders. 

"Thinking ahead, thinking long¬ 
term, you began to make aggressive 
plans to develop the NASCO trade 
corridor - this vital artery in our national 
transportation through which so much of 
our NAFTA traffic flows. 

"It flows across our nation's 
busiest southern border crossing in 
Laredo; over North America's busiest 
commercial crossing, the Ambassador 
Bridge in Detroit; and through Duluth, 
and Pembina, North Dakota, and all the 
places in between." 

Shane declined to comment for 
this article. 

- WorldNetDaily, Jan. 26, 2007 

On the Connection between 
Virtue and Liberty 

"Liberty will not long survive the 

total extinction of morals.As long as 

the people are virtuous they cannot be 
subdued; but when once they lose their 
virtue they will be ready to surrender 
their liberties to the first external or 
internal invader.... If virtue and 
knowledge are diffused among the 
people, they will never be enslaved. 


This will be their great security.... 

"Since private and public Vices, 
are in reality, though not always 
apparently, so nearly connected, of how 
much Importance, how necessary is it, 
that the utmost pains be taken by the 
public, to have the Principles of Virtue 
early inculcated on the minds even of 
children, and the moral sense kept alive, 
and that the wise institutions of our 
ancestors for these great purposes be 
encouraged by the government. For no 
people will tamely surrender their 
Liberties, nor can any be easily 
subdued, when Knowledge is diffus'd 
and Virtue is preserv'd. On the contrary, 
when People are universally ignorant, 
and debauch'd in their Manners, they 
will sink under their own weight without 
the Aid of foreign Invaders." - Samuel 
Adams 

How Firearms Are Seized 
under NJ’s “Domestic 
Violence” Laws 

When a person claims to be a 
“victim of domestic violence” and the 
responding police officer finds probable 
cause to believe that an act of “domestic 
violence” has occurred, the officer must 
arrest the person who allegedly 
committed the act and may question 
persons present to determine if there 
are weapons on the premises and upon 
observing or learning that weapons are 
present, may seize any weapon that the 
officer reasonably believes would 
expose the victim to a risk of serious 
bodily injury (N.J.S. 20:25-21). It is 
standard practice to simply seize all 
weapons on a “domestic violence” call. 
Although the officer technically has 
discretion under the statute, the policy is 
to simply seize all weapons and let the 
judicial system sort it out. 

Basically, the grounds for a 
“domestic violence act” can be as minor 
as a verbal argument which purposely 
causes annoyance (harassment). I 
have actually had a case in which the 
basis for the firearm confiscation was 
that one spouse threw pretzels at the 
other spouse. 

- Evan F. Nappen, Attorney at Law, 21 
Throckmorton Ave. Eatontown, NJ 
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